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Raymond Ganl 
MSC1252 Benedict College, Columbia, SC29204 
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November 2,2005 1233 f l M  

Senator Jim Qemint 
U. S .  Senate 
340 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, QC 20510-0001 

hubjeer: ?.& Federal-Stateloint Board on Universal Service CCQoeket 96-45 

s e a r  Senator Wemint: 

I have serious concerns regarding the federal Communications Cbmmissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USQ colleclion method to n monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. including me. m y  friends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, U$f is currently collected on 8 revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. If the 
5CCehanges that system to 8 flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of ions 
distance. pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance o month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students., prepaid wireless users, senior eltizcns 
and low-income residentiai and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Ghifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The b e p  US5 fair Coalition. of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the ?J$f issue with monthly newslelters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCCinformation. While I am aware that Jedpral law does 
not require compnnies to recover, or "pass along" these fees lo their customers, the reality is that they do. f l s  n 
consumer I wouid like ensure I 8m charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. 'find 
according to the Coalition's recenl meelings with top FCCoffieials, the FCC has plans to change to aflat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the fCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward lo hearing about your position on this  matter. 

Sincerely, 

Raymond Gant 

el?: 
The Federal Communications Cbmmission 



Jean Goeltner 

s3208 Regina Drive , Silver Spring, MD 20906-5355 

November 2, 200.5 7:49 AM 

Kcpresentative Chris Vai Holleii 
U.S. House of Kepreseutatives 
I .LIS Irmgworth House Office Building 
W;isliin#on, DC 205 15-0001 

Subject: Re: Fcded-State Joiul Bnad ou Iliriversal Scnke CC lhckcl  96-45 

l h r  lkprcscntativc Van Hollen: 

I have serious conrenis regarding the Federal Commuuiracioiis Commissinus' (FCC) position to cliarrge the I:uivcrsal 
Senicc Fund (USE1 collection method to a monthly llat fee. Marry of your constilueuts, including me, my fiiends, 
Samily aiid neighbors, wi l l  be negatively impacted by the unfair charwc proposed by the FCC. 

Au you hiow, LJSF is cuireiitly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more iulo lhe system. 
1;CC cliariges that system to a flat Tee, that means that someone who uses m e  thousand miuutcs a month 01 long 
dist;ua.c, pays the same amount into the fund as someouc who uses zero minutes of l o ~ g  distance ;I month. 
Constitucnts who use their limited resources wisely slrnukl not he Ixrializcil lor <hug  SIX 

A llat See tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like slutleiits. prepaid uirelcss users, senior citizens 
and lowincome resideutial and rural consumers, to give up their pliooes clue to unatl'ordablc mtirrthly iucl-eases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the IJSF from high volume to low-volume users is radical a d  uruiecessar).. 
In addition, it would liavc a highly detrimental etl'ert on small businesses all .arross Amerira. 
The Keep LJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the IJSF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date inlomation on their website, includiglinks to FCC information. While I am awxe that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that ~ l i c y  
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I a m  rli;vged fairly. IT the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my senice d l  cost 
more. h i d  according to the Coalition's rerent meetings with top FCC oflicials, the FCC has plaus lo change to  a 1h 

Il'lhe 

lcc system sooii and witliout legis1 d I' 1011. 

I will wiitinuc tn Inonitor rlcvckqxneuts nu tlic issue and roirtinue 10 spread thc word to m y  comnuiiily. I T C ~ I I C S I  

h u g  my cniiccrns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat ICc L;u could d i s ~ ~ r i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ r t j o i i ~ i ~ c l )  
dlect those in your constituency. 

~l'haik you lor your continued work arid I look fonvard to tieariug about your  position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

lcau Gocflncr 

m': 
'l'lie Federal Comrnunirations Commission 

. , ,  
, , ! . .  , , .  



Noveuiber 2, 2005 (iA2 AM 

Senator Hillay Cliutou 
t;.s. Scuatc 
,476 Russell Seuatc Ollice Building 
\vashiu~iull, I)C 20510-0001 

Suhjcct: He: Federal-ShtcJoint Board ou llnivenal Sewice CC Docket 96-45 

l h r  Scii;rtor Cliutou: 

I h e  seiious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position lo change the Universal 
Senicc Fuud KJSFI collection method to a moutldy flat fee. Many ol your rorrstitueuts, including IUC, m y  lricials. 
Iiunily and nciglil)ors, will he negatively impacted by the uuhir ctruige proposcd by the FCC. 

A s  you know, IISF is cumently collected ou a reveuue basis. Pcople who use inore pay more iuto thc syslciu. l l  the 
FCC changes that system to a llat fee, that means ttiat someoue whu uses oiie tliousarnl miuutcs :I mouth of long 
rlist;uicc, pays the sane amount hto  the fund as soincouc who uses zero miuutcs ofloug ilis1;ua.c a inoutli. 
Coustitueuts who use thcir limited resources wisely slrould riot he penalized for doing so. 

A llat lee ta could cause mauy low-volume lorig distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizcus 
and lowincomc residential and rural consumers, to give up their phoues due to unaflordahlc mouthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF lrom high volume lo low-volume users is radical and unneressaT. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep LISF Fair Coalition, of which I a m  a member, keeps me illformed about the IJSF issue vith monthly 
newsletters ;uid up to date infurmation on thcir wehsitr, includiug liuks to FCC iuformatiou. While I iuu awarc that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass dong" thcsc fees to their customers, the reality is that thcy 
do. As ii cousumcr I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a uumben taxed, my scnice will w s t  
uiorc. And according to the Coalition's recent meetiup with top FCC ollicials, the FCC has plans to chaugc to ;I llat 
lcc system s o o u  and without legislation. 

I mil l  coutinue to monitor developments ou the issue and coutlliue IO spread the word to m y  conuuuuity. I request 
you p a s  doug m y  ronrciiis to the FCC ou my behalf, letting thcm kuow how a flat fcc tax could dispro~)ui~ti~,ilately 
a l l h  those iu your coustitucncy. 

Tliank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter, 

Sincci-ely, 

I~ouua Stephens 
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Harold Bunis 
4636 Dowles Rd , Bacontou, CA 31716 

November 2, 2005 8: I I AM 

Senator Savby Chambliss 
(1,s. Senate 
416 Russell Scuatc Ollirc Building 
Wasliiimon, DC 20510-0001 

Subjcct: He: Federal-State Joint Board 0 1 1  I Jniversal Scnice CC Ik~cket Sfbi5 

Lkar Senator Cliamlrliss: 

1 h;w sclious concerns reguding the Fe'edcral Colnmmlications Commissions' (F'CC) position to change the 1,'nivcrsal 
S c ~ ~ i c c  I~uud (I JSF) collection method to a monthly flat lee. Mary  of your ronstitueiits. iiicludiiig me, my lneuils. 
family anrl neighbors, will be neptively imparted by the uufair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you kuow, lISF is currently rollertcd on a reveuue basis. People who use mnre pay more into the system. Iltlrc 
FCC changes that system to a llat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand millutes a month of long 
rlisLxire, pays thc same amouiit into the fuud as someoue who uscs zcro miiiutcs of long dislanrc a inonth. 
Cmistituciits who use their limited resources uisely sh~rukl uot be pciidizcd for doing s o .  

A llat lee Lax could rause many lowvolume loug distaicc users, like sturlents, prepaid wireless users, seiiior citimls 
aud low-income residential aid rural cousuiuers, to give up their plioiics due to urr;lni>rdablc mouthly iucrc;\ses nu 
their bills. Shiliulg the fmidiug burden of tlie LJSF from lugh volume to low-volume users is mdical arid uiui 
In addition, it would have a highly det+cnlal effect on sinall businesses all across America. 
'l'he Keep LJSF Fair Coalition, ofwtuch I am a member, keeps me informed about the IJSk'issue with moutllly 
iiewsletters and up to date information on their websitc, including links to FCC information. While I am anwe that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a cousumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my senice will cost 
more. Am1 arcording to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to cliauge to a flat 
Ice system soon and without legslation. 

I will coulinue to  mouilor developments ou the issue a i d  coiitiiruc to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass diii~g my rouceiiis to tlic FCC ou m y  bcllalf, lettiug tliem kuow how a llat lee tax could (lisprnponioiiat~l~ 
allcct those in your constituency. 

l l iauk you for your rontiriucd work and I look Ibm.ard to heaing about your positiou on this matter 

Sinrci.ely, 

Harold Dunis 

cc: 
l l i e  Federal Communications Cornpipion , 

: , >  



william mcginv 
3 X  phillips st , stratford, C'T 0614 

Novcrnl,er 2, 2005 fi:,W AM 

Scuator Chis  Dodd 
11,s. scnatc 
.14X Russell Senate Office Building 
wasilill~on, DC z05io-000~ 

Suljert: Re: Federal-State Joint Board ou llnivcrsal Scnice CC Docket 96-45 

1 k ; U  SCUdlOr L)Odd: 

I liavc sciious coucerus 1.egardiug the Feded Cominuuicatious Commissions' (FCC) positiou 10 clrmgc the I Iuivcrd 
Senice 1:und (IJSE) collection metlaxl to a monthly llat fee. Many of your coustitucuts, iurluiliug mc, m y  frieralh. 
family aud ucigliboi-s, will be negatively impacted by the unhir change pnq~oscd by the ICC. 

A s  you know, USF is rumeutly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more iiito the systenr. 
FCC clianges that system to a flat fee, that means that someoue who uses oue thousand minutes a month ol.long 
distaucc, pays llic same amount into the Fund as someone who uses zero minutes of lorig distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited rcsourccs wisely should uot be penalized lor doing so. 

A Ilat lcc tay could rause many low-volume long distmce users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizeus 
iuid low-income rcsideutid and mral consumers, to gve up tlicir pfioucs due to unallordable moutldy increases 011 

their bills. Shifting tlrc fuudiug burdeu of the lISV from high volume to lowvolume users is radical and uunecess<q. 
111 addition, it would have a fughly detrimental effect on small busiuesses all arross America. 
'l'lic Kccp IJ!iF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me iufornied about the USF issuc with monthly 
ucwslcuers and up to date uiformatiou on their website, including liuks to FCC infomiation. Wtule I mi aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" tlicsc Sees to their custoniers, the reality is that they 
d o .  As a consumer I would like eusure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a uunibers taxed, my seivicc will cost 
more. AMI according to the Coahtion's receut meetings uith Lop FCC olficials, the I:CC has plans to h m g e  to ;I llat 
lee system soon and without IebCslation. 

I d 1  continue to monitor developmeuts 011 the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  comnnulity. 1 request 
you pass dong m y  couccms to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could ~ l i s i ~ r ( ~ i ~ ~ , ~ i ~ , l l ; l t ~ l ~  
allect those in your constituency. 

'l'llank you for your continued work arid 1 look f o m d  to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Siiicci.ely, 

IS the 

diam nrrginty 

rc: 
'l'hc Feclerd Comrnuuicatiuns Coimnissiou 

, .  
, , ',, 
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flrlhur adridge 
8900 &zrnberry SI.. Garasota, TL 34240 

November 2,2005 1:05 TIM 

Representative Katherine Marris 
U.S. House of fLepresentatives 
116 Cannon House Office Duilding 
Washington, 9C20515-0001 

Subjeet: Qg: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CC9ocket 96-45 

'War Represenlalive Marris: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Cbmmunications Commissions' (FCQ position lo change the Universal 
Service Fund (USFJ eolleetion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair ehange proposed by the FCC. 

d s  you know, USF is eurrently eoiieeted on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If  the  
FCCchanyes that system lo a flat fee, that means thal someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use lheir limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

'P flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citiztns 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, lo give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume lo low-volume users is radieal and unnecebsary. In 
addition. i t  would have a highlq detrimental efJect on amall busineas~s all across 'Pmeriea. 
The Keep UST Fair Foalition, of which I am a member. keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletlera 
and up lo date information on their website, including links lo TCC information. While I am aware that federal law d@es 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their euslomers, the reality is that they do. 'Ps a 
eonsumer I would iike ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes lo a numbers taxed, m q  service wili eost more. "lnd 
according lo the Coalifion's recent meetings with top FCCoffieials, the FCC has plans to change lo a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to mcnilor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word lo m y  community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the K C o n  my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your eontinued work and I look forward lo hearing about your position on this  matter. 

Sincere1 y, 

drthur eldridge 

ec 
The Federal Cbmmunications Cbmm~ssion 



November 2.  200.5 6:25 AM 

Seirator Arlcu Specter 
11,s. Seuate 
7 1 I Hail Serrate Oflice Building 
Washiiigtou, 1)C 20510-0001 

Sul?jcrt: He: Fedeial-State Joint Board ou LJniversal SeMce CC Ihckct 96-45 

l lcar  Scilalor Specter: 

1 hwe serious concenrs regarding the Federal Coininunirations Co~nmissions' (FCC) position to clrarge the 1 iniversal 
Senicc Fund (TISD collection method to a moutllly flat fee. 
fiunily ;urd neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed hy the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected ou a revenue basis. People who use more pay more iuto the system. If  lhc 
FCC cliangcs that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minules a moiitli o f  long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of loug dis(;uice a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wiscly should not he penalized for doing so. 

A llat fee tax could cause many low-volume loug distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers. to give up their phones duc to unanhrdable month ly  incrc;ises im 
their 1)ilIs. Shifting the fundlng burden of the USF f k m  high volume to low-volume users is mlical aial uniiccessai.i. 
111 addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect ou small businesses all across America. 
' h e  Keep tJSF Fair Coalition, ofwhicli I x u  a niembcr, keeps me informed about thc lJSF issue uith monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC infomation. While I am aware ~lrat 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do, As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a uumhers taxed, my service will cost 
mvre. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC ofiicials, the FCC has plans to cliange to a flal 
Ice system soon and without legislation. 

I d l  continue to monitor developments on the issue and coutinuc to sprcad the word to m y  mxuniunity. I rcquest 
you pass aloug my coucems lo the FCC on my behalf, Icttiiy- them know lrow a flat fee lax could (lisproportionat~l~ 
allect those in your constitueucy. 

' h u i k  you lor your continued work arid I look forward to hexing about your position on this matter. 

Sinccrcl y, 

Andrew Kapp 

Many of your constitucnts, includiug me, my liiends, 

cc: 
The Federal Corninunicatloiis Comnussion 



JAN 2 6 2006 

November 2,2005 12:41 .iJM 

Senator ion Kyl 
US. Senate 
730 nsrt Senate OfJice Building 
Washington, SC 20510-0001 

Subiect: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service EQoeket 96-4.5 

gear Senator Kyl: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USW collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many 01 your constituents, including me. m y  friends. family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. if the 
FCCchanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 01 lony 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of lony distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely shouid not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flal fee tax could cause many low-volume lony distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users. senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural conmners, to give up their phones due to unaJfordable monthly increases a n  
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UXfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, it wouid have a highly detrimental effect on small businessys all across flmerica. 
The Keep U$F.Fair Cbalition, OJ which I am a member. keeps me informed about the US5 issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, ineluding links to TCC information, While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or"pass along"1hesefees to their customers, the reality is that they do. TIS a 
consumer I would like ensure i am charged fairly. if the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. flnd 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCoJfieials, the FCC has pians to change to a fiat fee sys tem 
soon and without iegislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. i request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the 5CCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionatelg aJjecl 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing aboul your position on this matier. 

Sincerely, 

nerbart fleteher 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



Walter Capps 
124.58 Rolling Qidge RQ , Milaca, MN 56353-3704 

I - 

November 2.2005 1:06 ,flM 

Senator Norm Coleman 
U.S. Senate 
320 Mart Senate Office Building 
Washington, 9C 20510-0001 

Subiect: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service C9oeket  96-45 

gear henator Coleman: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communieations Gmmissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USFJ collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituenta, including me, my friends. family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the E C .  

fls you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into t h e  system. If Ihe 
SCCehanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month oJ long 
distance. pays the same amount into the Jund as someone who u5es zero minutes OJ long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized Jor doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid Wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increase33 @n 
their hills. Shifting the funding burden of the USf'from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmeriea. 
The Keep US5 Fair Coalition. of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCCinformation. While I am aware that federal IaN does 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers. the reality is that they do. TIS a 
consumer I would like ensure I an  charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. flnd 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the TCC has plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

! will continue lo monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Walter Capps 

ce 
The Federal Communications Commission 



November 2,2005 350 

Senator 9aniel Inouye 
U S  Senate 
7T2 Slart Senate OfficeBuilding 
Washington, 9C 20510-0001 

Subjeet: Q.e: Federal-StatEJoint Board on Universal Service CC9ocket 96-45 

'Bear Senator inouyc: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me. m y  friends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, US? is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  the 
FCCehanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month oJ long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance B month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wiseiy should not be penalized for doing so. 

-6 flat fee tax could cauw many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users. senior eitiziLnS 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordabie monthly increases s n  
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on smaii businesses all across flmerica. 
The Mep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the US5 issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their Website, ineluding links to FCCinfonnation. While I am aware thal federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pas5 along" these fees lo their customers. the reality is that they do. -68 a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost mora. flnd 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings With top FCCofficials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee sys tem 
soon and without legislation. 

i will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue lo spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass alon2 m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf. letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely. 

Mrlson Lorance 

ee: 
The Federai Cbmmunications Cbmmission 



November 2, 2005 8:05 AM 

Sellator C;ul Ixvin 
1I.S. Sc1rate 
%GI llussell Senate Oflicc Building 
\c'nsliiil@on. DC 20510-0001 

Suhjcct: Re: Federal-State Joint Hoard on Iliiivcrsal Senice CC Ihckct !)G-4.5 

De . $ .  . .u I Lnator Iavin: 

I have serious colicenis regding  the Federal Communications Commissioils' (FCC) positio~r to clrmge the IluivcIsal 
Sewice Fund (I JSD collcrtioii method to a monthly flat fee. Maiy of your constituents, including mc. my liieials, 
kunily a i d  neighbors, will be negatively imparted by the unlair change p~.oposed by the FCC. 

As you lux)w, ITSF is currc~itly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay mure into the system. lltlic 
FCC di;uigcs that system to a flat lee, that meillis that someone who uses one thousaral minutes a mu~i t l i  ollong 
distance, pays the same amount into (he fund as someone who uses zero minutes olkmgdista~rce a month. 
Constituents nho use their limited resources wisely should not bc penalized fix doing so. 

A llat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, llke students, prepaid wireless uscrs, senior ciiizclis 
a d  low-ilirome residential and mral consumers, lo give up their phones due lo unaffordable monthly increases 011 

tlicir bills. Shifting the funding burden olthc [JSF from high volume to lowvolume uscrs is radiral arid imnecess;q. 
111 addition, it would have a Ilighly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
Thc Keep IJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps mc infunned about the IJSF issue with ~nonthly 
ncwslclters arid up to date infannation 011 their wehsitc, inrluding links to FCC irdbmation. While I am aware tlrai 
federal law does not require companies to rcrover, or "pass along" thcsc lees to their customers, tlic reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers tawed, my senice will cost 
morc. h i d  according to the Coalitids recent meetings mith top FCC offirials, the FCC has plans to diaiige io a llat 
lcc system soo~i arid without legislation. 

1 will conhue  to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my rolmnuiiity. 1 request 
you p&~s dong my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them hiow how a flat fee tax could disproix)~ion;ilel). 
atfect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look fornard lo hexing ahout your position 011 this matter. 

Sincerely, 



Senator Hillay Clinton 
I1.S. Scnatc 
476 Russell Senate Ofice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: He: Federal-State Joint Board on I Jniversal Semice CC Docket 96-45 

1k.w Senator Clinton: 

I liavc serious concerns rcgading the Federal Conimunirations Conrmissions' (FCC) position to change the Ilnivcrsal 
Service I'und ([IS'kl collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my liiclnls, 
Lnnily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair ctimgc proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, I JSF is cumently collerted on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  tlir 
FCC rhmgcs that system to a flat fee, that mcans that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, gays the same amomit into the fund as someone who uses zem minutcs of long distance a m o n h  
Constitucnts who use their limited resources wisely should not be Ixcnalied for doing so. 

A flat fcc lax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior ritizerrs 
aid  lowincome residential and rural consumers, to gwe up their phones due to unalfordable rnonthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the LJSF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unncccssa). 
111 addition, it would have a tnghly detrimental effert on small businesses all across America. 
'l'hc Keep IISF Fair Coalition, ofwlrich I a m  a member, kccps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters md up to date information on their wchsitc, including links to FCC information. While I am awxc tliat 
tederal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to tlicir customers, the i.cality is that h e y  
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fiirly. ISthc FCC goes to a numbers kxeicd, m y  senice d cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC offcials, the FCC has plans to change to  a llat 
lee sysicm soon and without legislation. 

I ..111 conlinue to monitor developinents on die issue and continue to spread the word to my cormnunity. 1 rcqucs! 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know lion a flat See tax could ~lispr.~,p~'rtionatcl, 
;fleet those in your constituency. 

' l l~ank YOU for your rontinued work and I look fonvard to heaing about your position on this matter. 

Sinrerclp, 

kc\in 1lo1an 

cc: 
The Federal Communicatiorls Com&issio~l 

, ,  

I /  



133 Farmview Ct. , east Peoria, IL 61611-9696 

November 2, 2005 145 flbl 

Senator %rack Obama 
U.S. Senate 
713 Mart Senate Office 8uilding 
Washinyton, 9C20510-0001 

Subjeet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service Ceocket  96-45 

gear Senator Ohama: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (VCQ position to ehange the Universal 
Service Fund (USFj collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. includiny me, my friends, family 
and neiyhbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

TIS you know. USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People Who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCCchanges that system to a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distanee, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who (156s zero minutes of long distanee a month. 
Cbnatituenta who use their limited resources Wisely should not be penalized for doiny so. 

-6 flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students. prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume lo low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all aeros8 flmerica. 
The KPep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member. keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newslelters 
and up to date information on their website. including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover. or "pass along" these Jees to their customers, Ihe reality is lhat they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the VCCgoes lo a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. find 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top TCCofficials, the VCC has plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and wilhout legislalion. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I requeai you 
pass along m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, tettiny them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionaiely affeci 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward lo hearing about your posilion on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Virginia Usher 

ec: 
The Federal Communications ammission 



Russ Prevost 

2291 Oak , Pinrouning, MI 48650 

Scirator Dehbie Slabenow 
li.S. Scnatc 
I :3:3 Hart Scnale Ofice Building 
Washin@on, 1)C 20510-0001 

Sulliect: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on LJniversal Scnire CC Docket 9&45 

Deai- Scnator Stabcnoa.: 

1 Iravc serious roncerns regarding the Fcderal Communications Cvnnnissions' (FCC) position to  charigc lhc I Inivcrsal 
Scrvicc Fund (1 iSF) rollectiou method to a monthly kit  lee. Many o f  p u r  ronstituenls, including me, nry friends, 
lainily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted hy the unfair ctixrgc proposctl I i y  thc ICC. 

As you know, LJSFis cmently roUectcd ou a revenue h i s .  Pcoplc ~ ' 1 1 0  use inure pay morc into the syslcm. Il'tlie 
l T C  changes that system to a tlat fee, tliat means that someone who uses one thousand rninutcs a iuoutli of long 
distance, pays thc same amount into the fnnd as someone who uses zero ininutcs of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resonrces wisely should not be pcualized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, scuior ritixrns 
and loa-inrome residential arid i u d  consumers, to give up tlieir phones duc to uIrdfordahlc monthly increases o i ~  

their bills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe IJSF from high volume to lowvolume users is radical and unnccessai~. 
In additiim, it would have a hyhly deirinieutal cllcct on sindl businesses all across Amcrica. 
'lhc Kccp IJSF Fair Coalition, of whirh I am a mcmher, keeps mc inlimned about the LJSF issue with inouthl) 
nrwslcttcrs ;urd up to date inlormation on their wcbsite, including links to FCC information. While 1 am aware that 
lcdcral law does not rcquire companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to  dicir custoineiq the rcality is that they 
do. As a rvnsuiner I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my senicc will r v s t  
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC oflicials, the FCC has plans to rhange to a llat 
fcc system soou and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I i.cequcsl 
you pass along my roncerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disl)ro[)o~ionatelr 
alkct tliosc iu  your constituency. 

I'liank you lor your continued work and I look fornard to hearing about your positiou on this matter. 

Siiircrcly, 

Russ l'revost 
, ,  

(c 
The Federal Cominunirations Commissiori 



Richard Davis 
,3735 Icro) In. #5 ,Wallace, SC 29,596 

November 2, 2005 6:fi.l AM 

Senator Jim Demint 
lJ. S. Senate 
340 Russell Serrate Office l3uikling 
Wasliiiigoi~, 1)C 20510-0001 

Suljert: Re: Federnl-StateJoiut Board on iiversal Service I Dorket 96-4 

Ik;u Scriator Demiiil: 

1 have scrious coiirenis regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (PCC) positiou lo c h g c  the Iyniversal 
S c M w  Fund (USD collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many ol-your ronstituents, including me, my fiends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the uufair rhaxge proposed by the FCC. 

As you hion, 1 JSF is currently collertcd or1 a i.eveuiie basis. l’eople who use more pay inore iuto the system. Il.thc 
FCC clsuigcs tlial syslcm to a flat Icc, that ~neaiis that someone nlio uses o m  Uiousarid minut 
dislaiice, pays Uie same ainouut into Uie hnd as soineoue who uses zero miuutes ol~loug distance a month. 
Coristitucrits who use their limited resources uiscly should uot be penalized lor diiiug so. 

A flat fce tax could muse many low-volume long distanre users, like students, prepaid wireless users, seuior citizeiis 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their plioiies due to unaffordable morilhly uirreascs 011 
their bills. Shiftiuig the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is d i d  aid unuercssxy. 
111 additiou, it would have a highly detnmerital effert ou sinall husiiiesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me iufomied about the USF issue with ~uoritllly 
uewsletters and up to date infomatiori on tlieir website, including links to FCC idormation. While I ani aware Uiat 
ledei-al law does not require companies to recover, or “pass along” these Ices io their customers, thc reality is t lni they 
do. As a ransumer I would like eusure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to  a riuinbers taxcd, m y  senice will rosl 
more. .‘kid arrording to the Codition’s rereill nicetings rrith Lop FCC offcids, the FCC has plaus to cliause Lo ii 11;il 
Ice system soou and without legislation. 

I will roiitiuue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my roricenis to the FCC 011 my behalf, letting them hiow how a flat fee tax roukl disl)ropo~ionaicl~ 
alIert those in your  constitueiiry. 

‘lliank you for your continued work and I look fonvard to hearing about your positioii 011 this matter 

Siiirercly, 

Hicli;ud Ibis 

<c: 
’l‘lic Fedeial Ci~mmuuirations Commission 

, I  ’ 



Robin Rostonski 

11540 2nd St Ne, Magnolia. Otl44643 

November 2.2005 4:21 '8M 

Senator George Voinovich 
U S .  Senate 
524 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, 9 C  20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federai-StateJoinl Board on Universal Service CCWocket 96-45 

@ear Senator Voinovich: 

I have serious concerns reyarding the Federal Communications Cjmmissions' (FCO position to chanye the Univer%.ni 
Service Fund (USF) collection method lo a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  Jrlends. famllq 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unlair change proposed by the FCC. 

f l s  you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. If the 
YCCchanges that system lo a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of lony 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund a5 someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doiny so. 

f l  flat fee tax could cau8e many low-volume long distance users, iike students. prepaid wireless users. senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers. lo yive up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. ShiJting the funding burden of the USF Jrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessarq. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flrnerica. 
The Keep USFFair Coalition. of which I am a member, keeps me infomed about the USF issue with monthly nevJsletters 
and up lo date information on their website, includiny links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require eornpanies to recover, or"pass alony"these fees lo their customers, the reality is that they do. f l s  a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCyoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. ,dnd 
according lo the Coalition's recent meetings with top SCCoJfieials, the YCC has plans lo change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue lo spread the word to m y  community. I request .IOU 

pass along my concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf. lettiny them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately af fwl  
those in qour constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward lo hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerelq. 

Robin 'Rostonski 

ce: 
The Yederal Communications Commission 



Donna Cranford I - W M  
PO Box 1853 , Asheboro, NC 27204 I '  

Novcmhcr 2, 2005 8:lO AM 

Senator Richard Burr 
1 I.S. Senate 
217 Kusscll Seuate OKire Building 
Washington, DC 205 1 0-non 1 

Sub,jecl: Re: Federal-StatcJoint Board on Universal Senice CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Burr: 

1 Irave serious conrenis regarding tlie Federal Co~nmuuications Commissions' (FCC) positiou to clralge the Iluivcrsal 
Senicc Fuud (1lSF) collectiou method to a monthly flat  fee. Many of your ronstitueuts, inrludiiw me, m y  hiciids, 
Iimily and ueiglitmrs, will be ncgatively impacted by thc unfair change proposed by tl~c FCC. 

As you know, IISF is rurrcntly collectcd ou a reveuuc basis. People wlw use more pay more into the system. If lllc 
I:CC rlmlges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month oClonu 
distance, pays Uie same amount into tlie fund 
Coustitucnts rzlio use Uicir liiniicd resources wisely should not be penalized for doiug so. 

A flat Icc tax could rausc many lowvolume long distawe users, k c  students, prepaid wireless users, senior ritbciis 
ami low-income rcsideutial and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unanbrdable monthly inrreascs on 
their hills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from hgh volume to low-volume users is radiral and unnecessary. 
I n  addition, it would have a highly delrimeulal effect ou small businesses all across America. 
'l'lic Keep 1 JSF Fair Coalition, of whirh I am a member, keeps me informed about llre USF issue with mmthly 
ncwslettcrs a id  up to date infomation on their websitc, including h k s  to FCC uilbrmalion. While I a m  aware 111at 
federal law docs not require rompanies to rerover, or "pass along" ihese fees to tlicir customers, the reality is tha~ t l~cy  
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, m y  senlrc will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meeting with  top FCC officials, tlie FCC has plans to cliaiye to a flat 
Ice system soon arid without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on tlie issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass dory. m y  conceiiis to tlie FCC on m y  behalf, letting tlicni know trow a flat fee lay could i l i sprop i )~ t io i ia l~ l~  
affect those in your ronstituenry. 

'l'liank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position nu tliis matlcr. 

Sinrcrcly, 

I)ouna cl;ulford 

cr: 
.l'lie Federal Communiratious Commission 

someoue who uses zero miuutes of long distance a moutli. 



moms KURFFSS 
1555 S. 280th. EAST AVENUE, CATOOSA, O K  74015-4710 

November 2, 2005 7:40 AM 

Senator Tom Coburn 
I J.S. Senate 
172 Russell Senate Offire Building 
\Vasliiiigtoii, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on IJniversal Sewice CC Docket SCi4 

1lC.u- Sellator Cob"m: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the I;uiversal 
Service l'und (USI;) rollection method to a monthly flat fee. Marly of your constituents, including me, m y  fiiends. 
f;unily and neighbors, will be negatively imparted by the unl'air change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, LJSF is rurreritly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. Il'tlic 
I'CC charlges that system to a flat fee, that incam that someone who uses one thousand miuutes a inontli ol'loug 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distarirc a inoirtli. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not bc penalized for doing so. 

A llat lee tax could cause inany low-volume long dismse users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
arid low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to undTordable monthly increases 011 

their bills. Slufling the funding burden of the LJSF from hi& volume to low-volume users is radical arid uuiieccssary. 
In addition, it would trave a highly detrimental effert oii small businesses all across America. 
The Keep LJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the IJSF issue with monthly 
newsletters arid up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While 1 am awxe tlcit 
federal law does not require coinparues to rccover, or "pass along" these fees to their rustomers, the reality is that they 
do. As a coiisumer I would like ensure I am rharged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, m y  senice will c-ost 
inore. And acrordiiig to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has p h i s  to clcuigc to a k i t  
lice system soon and without legislation. 

I will coutiime to monitor devclopincnts on the issue and continue to spread tlrc word to m y  co~nmu~uty. 1 rcquest 
you pass along m y  concerns to the FCC on m y  bclialf, letting thein know how a llat fcc ta~ could (lislin,p(iiti~rri:rtcl) 
:dIect those in your constitucncy. 

'I'haiik you lbr yourcoritinued work and I look fonuard to hearing about your position on this nrattcr 

Siiicercly, 

'I'FIOMAS KliHFl 

cc: 
'l'hc Fedcral Communirations Commissiori 



G r i m  Mitrov 
2119 Wickens flve., Charlotte, NC28208 

Movembrr 2,2005 1:lO flM 

Senator elizabeth Wok 
US. Senate 
555 9irksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, WC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-state joint Board on Universal Service CXWocket 96-45 

Wear Senator 9ole: 

i have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' ( P a  position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USR collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends. famlly 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change propo8ed by the FCC. 

fls you know, U S F  is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more inlo Ihe system. I f  the 
FCCchanyes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes  a month of long 
distance. pays the same amount into the Jund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

TI Jlat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students. prepaid wireless users, senior citiz(in8 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due lo unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the U H  from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneeeshdrg. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The Keep USFFair Coalition. of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the U8F issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCCinformation. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. .dnd 
according to the Coalition's recent meelings with top FCCofficials, the FCC has plans lo change to a flat fee system 
soon and without iegislation. 

i will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I requesl you 
pass along my concerns lo (he FCCon my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tw could disproportionately afJect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and i look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincere1 y, 

Gr ins  Mitrov 

ec: 
The Federal Ccmmunications Commission 



Senatol-.~utld <;rem 
11,s. Senate 
:i%3 Russell Senate Oflice Building 
Washiugton, DC 20510-0001 

Su&t Re: Federal-State Joint Board on [Jniversal Senire CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Greg: 

I liave serious roncenis regarding the Federal Coinmunications Commissions (FCC) position to change the Ilnivcrsd 
Senicc Fund NJSk7 collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends, 
larnily a d  neighbors, will be ue@ively imparted by the unfair change proposcd by lhe FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue hasis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a monlli of long 
distance, pays the same m o u n t  into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Coustitucnts who use their limited resources wisely should uot lie penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their hills. Shifting the funding burden of the IlSF from high volume to low-vdune users is radical and uuncrcssar)-. 
I n  ailditiou, it would have a highly deuimental erect 011 small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USI.’ Fair Coalition, ofwhich I am a member, keeps me informed about the IISF issue with urouttdy 
newsletters arid up to date information on their website, including links to FCC infonnatiou. While I arn aw~xe that 
letlcral law does not require companies to recover, or “pass along” these lees to their customers, the reality is that they  
(In. As a cousuuicr I would like cnsure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers w e d ,  my scnice will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to  cliauge to ;I llal 
lec system soou and without legislation. 

I will coutinue to mouitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to nry community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a llat fec h x  could ~lisproix,iiioii;tl~l? 
allcct those in your constituency, 

.l‘hank you h r  your continued work and I look Ibmard to hearirig about  OUT position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Caiulniae Luchermai 

cc: 
r .  1 I s  Federal Communicatioiis Commissiou 



November 2,2005 7% hhl 

Senator Me1 MaAnez 
I Juitetl States Senate 
317 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: He: Federal-State Joint Board on Ilriiversal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Mariinez: 

I have seiious concerns regarding the Federal Commruicatious Commissions’ (FCC) position to cliange the Universal 
Service Fund (IISF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many ofyour constituents, including me, niy lnends, 
family aud neighbors, will be neh+xtively impacted by the unfair change proposed b y  the FCC. 

As ytiu know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a montli of long 
(listanre, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero mixlutes of long distance ;I month. 
~onstituents who use their limited resources wisely shouki not be penalized for doing so. 

A llat Scc tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless USCIS, senior ritiieus 
and lowincome residential arid mral consumers, to @ve up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases o i i  

their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is raiiicd arid unneccss.u). 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental eflect on small businesses all across Amenra. 
The Keep TJSF Fair Coalitiou, uf which I am a member, keeps me informed about the IJSF issue with monthly 
newsletters a id  up to date information on their websitc, including links to FCC information. Wliile I am ;iwarc that 
federal law does not require companics to recover. or ”pass along” these fees to their customers, the m;rlity is tlmi tlicy 
( Io .  As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC gocs to a numbers taxed, my scwirc will cost 
marc. And according to the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC ollicials, tlie FCC has plans to chngc  to ii 11;it 
ICC system soon and without legislation. 

1 will coutirme to mouitor tlevelopments on tlie issue aid couthiue to spread the word to my conununit)-. I requesi 
yuu pass along my roucenis to the FCC ou my behall, letting them kuow lion a llat fee tax rould ~ l i sp ro~~~~~t io i i a t~1) -  
dlect those in your constituency. 

Tliank you S6r your rontinued work and I look forward to hcaing about your position on this matter. 

Sirlcercly. 

Miclde Czositz 

cc: 
r .  I lie Fcdcral Communications Commission 



4epresentaiive &eve Buyer 
U S .  Mouse of mpresentatives 
2230 Rayburn Mou8e Office Building 
Washinglon, 9C 20515-0001 

Subiect: Re: Federal-8tate Joint Board on Universal Service c 9 O e k e l  96-45 

Wear Representative Buyer: 

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Cbmmunicalions Cbmmissions' (PCQ posilion lo change Ihe Universal 
Service Fund (USV collection method lo a monthly flat fee. Many of your conslituenls, including me, my Iriends, famiiy 
and neighbors, will be negalively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the PCC. 

fls you know, USP is eurrently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into Ihe syalem. If Ihu 
PCCehanges that 8yslem lo a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amounl into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should no1 be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee lax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless u8ers. senior eitizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, lo give up their phones due lo onaffordable monthly inereases on 
their bills. Shifting lhe funding burden of the USP from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneeessaru. In 
addition. i t  would have a highly delrimenlal elfeel on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The Keep USPFair Coalition, of which I a m  a member, keeps me informed about lhe USP issue with monthly newsiellers 
and up to date information on their website, including links lo FCC information. While i am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees lo their c u s t o m e r s ,  the reaiily is that they do. fls a 
eonsumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the  FCCgoes to a numbers taxed. my service will cost more. '#nd 
according lo the Coalition's recent meelings with top FCCofficials, the FCChas plans lo change lo a flal rue systrm 
soon and without legislation. 

I will eonlinue lo monilor developmenfs on lhe issue and continue lo spread the word lo my eommuni lg  1 request you 
pass along m y  concerns lo Ihe FCC on m y  behalf, letting lhem know how a flat fee lax could disproporlionaleiq affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward lo hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely. 

Trish peters 

ec: 
The Federal Cbmmunicalions Commission 



Senator Mikc DeWine 
I J.S. Sexate 
140 Russell Senate Oflice Building 
Washington, DC 205 10-0001 

Subject: He: Federal-StateJoint Bo; 

Navernber 2, 2005 7::W AM 

1 on Iliiivcrsal Sewice CC Docket 96-15 

l k w  Sciiator IkWinc: 

I h v c  serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Cominissioiii (FCC) position to change the I Iiiivcrsd 
Scnice Fund (USH collection method to a monthly flat Ice. M a i y  of your ronstituenls, including me, m y  Ineials, 
lainily aid ncigtibors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

A s  you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. Pcople who use more pay more hito llie system. l l  the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousad minutes a imiuth of hug 
distance, pays the samc amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a mouth. 
Constituents w h o  use tlicir limited resourrcs uisely slioulil not lie penalized for doing so. 

A llal fec tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wirelcss users. seuior citkcns 
and low-iiiroinc residential aid rural consumers, to give up tlicir phones iluc to undrordable inoutlily increases on 
their hills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe (JSF from high volume to low-volume users is ladical and umieccssaq. 
In addition, it would have a lighly detriineulal effect ou small businesses all across hmcrica. 
l‘lie Keep IJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me infoned about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters aid up to date information on their website, including links lo FCC information. While I a n  aware that 
lcderal law does not require comyanies to recovcr, or “pass dong” these fecs to their customers, the rc.?lty is tliat thcy 
do. As a consomer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If thc FCC goes lo a numbers taxed, m y  senice will cosi 
mo1.e. And according to die Coalition’s recent meetings i d h  top FCC offici&, the FCC has plais to cl~ange to  ii 11at 
Ikc systcm soon and without legislation. 

1 will coiitiuue to  monitor ilevclopnieuts on the issue and continue to  spread the word to my coinmunity. I request 
you pass ;hng  my conceiiis to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know 11ow a Hat lee LW c i ~ ~ l d  i1ispropolti~rli;~tcI~ 
;1Ifct.t tl10sc in your c<~nstilucnry. 

‘lliauk you for your continued work and I look forward to heaing about your positiou 011 this maticr. 

Sinccrely, 

Christine Roulstoii 

c c  
’l‘he Fedcrd ~ommunications Coininissjon 



Jim Woodward 
PO Box 4339,  Ft. Lauderdaie. W 33338 

November 2,2005 129 TIM 

Scnator&ll Nelson 
U.S. Senate 
716 %rt agnate OJJieeBuiiding 
Washington, QC 20510-0001 

Subject: %: federal-Statejoint Board on Universal Service CCQocket 96-45 

Sear Senator Nelson: 

I have SeriOU8 concerns regarding the federal Cbmmunications hmmissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USV collection method Io a monthly flat lee. Many of your constituents, inciuding me, my friends. famiiy 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the iTC.  

fls you know,, US5 is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more info the system. If the 
fCCchanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one lhousand minutes a month of long 
distanee. pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distanee a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing bo. 

fl fiat fee tax couid cau5e many iow-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireiRss users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the US5 from high voiume to low-volume users is radical and unnece8saru. in 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental SJfect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The Keep USffair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USP issue with monlhiy newslttters 
and up lo date information on their website, including links to FCCinformalion. While I an bware that federal laN does 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the  reaiity is that they do. fls a 
eonsumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the TCCgoes to a numbers taxed. m y  service will cost more. dnd 
according to the Cbalition's recent meelings Nith top FCCofJicials, lhe FCC has plans to ehange to a flat fee sys tem 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor deveiopments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request yod 
pass along m y  concerns to the TCCon my behalf, letting lhem know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately aJfeet 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you Jor your continued work and I look forward io hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincere1 y 

Jim Woodward 

ce: 
The federal Communications Commission 



I I JAN 2 6 2006 

Wear Senator Burr: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to change the Universai 
Service Fund (U8.r) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  Jrienda, familq 
and neighbors, will be neyatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USS is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. if lhv 
FCCchanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 01 Ions 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of lony distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat Jee tax could cause many tow-volume Ions distance users. like studenis, prepaid wireless users, senior cllizenS 
and low-income residential and rurai consumers. to give up their phones due  to unaJJordabie monthly increases on 
their biiis. Shifting the funding burden of the USS Jrom high volume to low-volume User5 is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effeci on small businesses all across flmaica. 
Tne Keep USF Fair Galition. of which I am a member, keeps me informed about Ihe US5 issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website. including links to FCC informalion. While I am aware that Jederal law does 
not require companies to recover. or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers laxed, m y  service will cos1 more. T?nd 
according to the Cbalition's recent meetings with top SCCofficiais, the FCC has pian6 to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue lo spread the word to m y  communily. i request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you Jor your continued work and I look forward to hearing aboul your position on this matter. 

Sineerely, 

Richard Reboulet 

ec: 
Tne Federal Communications Commission 


